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mrc was In and out while we talked this past Tuesday. One of she ^.ut" tioaes, 
whea -<alp ralsad the question of the HiotWfhu aasasdaatians, ho bracketed it with tiie 
report that “hu allegedly sea in contact with Worth Viet Nam, the sug estlon being that 
thtx» could hare figured in either the coup, the aaaasrf.ua tiona or both. 1 then expressed 
disbelief on both counts. 



hinef. then, if in has to, I have read the relevant pages of Hie Tentage, -i Papers, 
y disbelief is fortified, agsln on both counts. I finely adrit tijere la auch i do not 
iasnr and that tl«re enn be ovldanoo not in these pages, da^ed on these pages, I find no 
reason to believe that, in fact, there was any uuch serious contact (ami it is a typical 
intelligence ploy to pant cuch a runor). -vw oa a lest resort, and there is no reason 
or which ^ know to consider 1» hod reacho that point, i can conoeive that could 
coasidor he could. g,et help frou the North. **9 hoc. to Isow that such a uove ricant m g ma, 

However, another minor school has sprung up in tha waku of She Penatagon Papers 
save, once it succeeded. Vincent Selandria h»3 a foraulation in which the CIa i^r^on 
«e good guys and tl» military on bad. Carriaon has sieaed upon it as the new £Lven word. 

It Is tlie one thing on which he expounded at acne length at our recent boo ting, the 
iir»t in alnost three years. I regard it no an laaaiara oversimplification, a a invalid. 

These nrc selective pacers. I do not knoir wliat is in the Cravol version, but 1 
think . know the CIa well onou .^1 to anticipate that its lntevruil coauinicatLona remained 
internal ami were not available for such a cfcutiy. It is not poaeiblo that the published 
^pero represent even n nn,jor : «rt of tS» rflitary/dlploiiatia ooYimicatLonn. Not can they 
b® accepted as honest or couplet*. Kxanina just one, the first in this series (#35) and 
ask youreolf if you can regard it as more than i&lsman's record for hUaoan's future 
aolf-Juatifioatian. Or if you can balieve that with the norttcipantc listed, so marry 
aaid and ankeu absolutely nothing. Or *f JMC'o chief concern could be that made explicit. 

y 

nleaa there is In other papers what is missing hors, it would seem that official 
u.S. policy was not to obstruct a desired coup and not to participate in it and not to 
eondone or even want the assasrfnatLons. In the case of Nhu. do you have any doubt that 
if it wm offi cial V dw sired that ho bo aanansiaated ho would have lived to the tine of 
the coup? billing Ida presented no problem to our Arty or CIa and I doubt if it did to 
the 3VU forces of either Irina. 

What remains is tiiat wc ware willin g to lucre a coup. We were for it. That is not 
at all exceptional. During your years (M) with JMC, you should have known of more extreme 
oases on the other side, where we did them, not Just wanted them. An I wrong in recalling 
for that period Guyana. Ecuador and Peru? lie any and his boyn were the ins trunen tali ty focr 
the coups against •'agan. Irving drown et al and Europe aid Africa? Congo? Aside tron the 
<unuaat this is modest lu ooenarlaon* 



Hedrick Smith's anaylsis aeems unima^LnatiTe, inadequate and unquestioning to 
T®. P 0 * 11 * o£ suEij-of llcial propa^nda. There ia, for example, not even reference to the 
obvious flaps and amissions, and no questioning, as of the extent of OA parUcipationi 
whether this was really Dodge's th inkin g and writing} wi» really sent what ia 
merely as Writo House"} whether McG. Dundy really had so little to say, or Ball, o-- 
Harrlman} or why no single internal J C8 or CIA internal paper is inclurtod or even no 
mors than referred to. 



* not ou^soating the Salandria thesis, that the CEA really leaked all of this 
through dllaberg, not do 1 hold or see reasons to have doubts about S's Motives. The 
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hava hod acres to everything. If you aro disposed tot to believe this, I think that 
vran 1 have ooiapletod ZLU&R TO RIDK your doubts will be resolved. 

1 .^oy, of co.ir&e, tw repeating things well known to you. I wa^ uot able to 
follow tho uisclosuiev cwtoaporanwuuly because of fcu work oa which I was tnen engaged, 
a work 1 tiiink is au important cordlaiy to The Pentagon Pupura. ±&d I do not know what 
the end product of your poroonrJL aaalyaoo. What X tim re^poniiin.- ; to ±3 tlio nature of Ralph f 8 
questions and staUxfeuts, and in the brief period w© had, X cay not have correctly 
understood either# 

-lor am X questioning HoH's motivu ±a orieriiig the study. For -so it Is sufficient 
to know and believe as I do that ho was the captive of bo many others all of whom has 
so ^reat a vested interest in controlling what lie know and tliougkt. if you examine 
hcwo of the Absolute rubbish in these papers, such as the ex ton t of SVN govoCTccnt 
"control” or the "success" of what r.ot caller) Vietruvu^tioa, do you need more? Yet 
look who said these things, with bare faces hanging out. X do not attribute venality. 

Iin > t icnoronoo cnou^x? If it wnr> co widespread on the spot, how much worse in Va-hiii^ton? 

One of t’ie things dinturbingly glossed over is the Honolulu conference. There is 
an enoxnoun gao botweon Docunont #59, inadequate and alef-oerving excerpts from a taped 
oo n v era ation between Lodga and Diaa 1l/l/61 and tho 11/26 fCrdor /iy Johnson Reaffirming 
Kennedy f s n ollcy oa Vietnam." I also question tho lattor description. And It wac nullified 
in lose than a cjunth, oooq thing conveniently not disclosed in the FP f o, which here skip 
to august 1964. Xt is no honest to say ip. 109) that Johnson roaffiraed what JFK lied 
Gflidf nor ia it honest to say that because JFK 1 a "top aides hfdf a Veitzuixa strategy 
confbzrncG at Honolulu" they bespoke his wind. It my internet you to check the reporting 
on this cxrjfercnoe in the HXCin&a. It is so close to nothing it Gaoumts to tlj&t, as ny 
old pro-PP files show. (i gave several boxes of VN mturJLal to a young scholar once 
the PP ap yenrod, for that l f LL not not: need in JIG&i. It xoight surprise you to know how 
much of this was, ia on* fora or another, public.) In any event, these pajen do not 
disclose JiX'a personal attitudes nor the policy upon which he hau decided. 

M 

On* of the rwxro interesting things on which I recall no coonent is that Bundy, 
allegedly the politico, wanted Harkins, the military ran, in charge* during lodgers planned 
absence. I haven't hail tiiaeto think this through, but it gDM against everything. Each 
embassy has a Ho. 2 man, and tire last thing one would have suspected is that a military 
man world bo sitting on policy dotenmnations. x hL* is not the only thing that casts Bundy 
is & strange role, self-oasts, that ia. 

These are just a fow random thoughts after rooming these parts of tiic PPSsx 
Reading thorn once and in haste. I sc » real reflection of JFK in th&a, nor of policies 
I can tell myself are his. I do sec, unless the raiailons would change it, every indication 
that he was interesting Idraalf in thin for the first tine and had not yet taken charge. 

To tho time of his ass^sinatLon, it ceuas that 'ns was doing no i^ore than pursuing the 
policy ho had inherited, Lada major changes in these policies an ho had to, as with 
Cuba, nuclear arms, etc., end ho couldn't ad .roes th*« all at once. To cy town entiaf action, 
which cay not be yours, once ha opt hold of it, ho ra © major changm. And didn't live 
to ae- than through* Bearing an this are two things I irwadLonod to Ralph, bin refusal 
to recognise tho botdnican dictatorship (it took oitu* n i wo ka to reverse this) uui iiis 
statnnent but three days before he wan killed on Juba, tliat wore there to be a change in 
government in guha. Cubans, not Americans, wcul^ have tA brln it to pass. 

Porous last words? 
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